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The nomenclature of Carex henryi (Cyperaceae) is discussed, with clarification of authorship and desig¬ 
nation of a lectotype for the basionym C. longicruris Nees var. henryi C. B. Clarke. Carex henryi was 
thought to be endemic to China, but here we report its occurrence in the Manaslu Himalaya in central 
Nepal. 
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C. B. Clarke originally recognized the dis¬ 
tinctiveness of Carex henryi while studying Chi¬ 
nese collections in the Royal Botanic Gardens, 
Kew, and the Natural History Museum, London, 
in the 1880s—1890s. Clarke annotated several her¬ 
barium specimens with the name C. henryi, but 
did not formally publish the name. While re¬ 
searching Asian materials for his Les Carex de 
L'Asia Orientale (Franchet 1896), Franchet exam¬ 
ined the specimens Clarke had annotated, but as 
all were vegetative he did not include them as a 
separate species in his publication, and only made 
reference to them under his new species, C. bodi- 
nieri Franch. (1896: 243) with the note "M. C. B. 
Clarke signale aussi, in lift., un C. Henryi, de la 
Chine centrale (Henry, n os 4266, 4495, 7502, 
5185, 5186; Faber: mont Omei n° 1153, et Kiangsi, 
n° 1188), dont je ne connais que les feuilles, et qui 
doit etre voisin du C. Bodinieri" [Mr. C. B. Clarke 
also described, in manuscript, a C. henryi from 
Central China,...I only know the leaves, which 
are very closely related to C. bodinieri .]. Some 
authors, e.g. Koyama (1956) and Dai (2000), con¬ 
sidered this to be the first valid publication of the 
name C. henryi. Although Franchet cited seven 


herbarium collections as having been annotated 
by Clarke, C. henryi was not accepted by Fran¬ 
chet and was not formally described and re¬ 
mained a nomen nudum. Therefore, this name 
should not be referred to as C. henryi C. B. Clarke 
ex Franch. 

The first valid publication of the name was by 
Clarke himself seven years later, but by then he 
considered it a variety of Carex longicruris Nees; 
C. longicruris var. henryi C. B. Clarke (1903). 
Clarke made reference to Franchet's earlier use of 
his manuscript name (cited as C. henryi C. B. 
Clarke ex Franch. based on the nomenclatural 
rules in use at that time) and also included Diels' 
(1900) misapplied C. longicruris Nees from Tch- 
enfongchan, Yunnan, as a synonym. Clarke pro¬ 
vided a short diagnosis, "panicula magnis effusa, 
ramo imo saspe 6-10 unc. longo; utriculo minore" 
[Panicle large and loosely spreading, lower 
branches often 6-10 inches long, utricle smaller], 
and cited eight specimens: 

CHEKIANG [ZHEJIANG]: Ningpo Mts (Faber, 
70!); HUPEH [HUBEI]: Ichang [Yichang] (A. Henry, 
4266\), Nanto (A. Henry, 4495\), Changyang (A. Henry, 
75021), Patung [Badong] (A. Henry, 5185, 51861); SZECH- 
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UAN [SICHUAN]: Mt. Omei [Emei Shan], 4000 feet 
{Faber, 11531); YUNNAN: Tchenfongchan [Cheng-feng- 
Shan] ( Delavayl ). Mus. Brit. [Natural History Museum, 
London, BM]; Herb. Kew [Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, 
K], 

Clarke ended the account with the comment 
"Neither C. longicruris, type, nor this var. Henryi 
has been seen from North-east India". 

After examining more material from China, 
later authors revised Clarke's taxonomy and con¬ 
cluded that Clarke's initial opinion that it was a 
distinct species was correct. The first use of the 
name Carex henryi was in Flora Tsinlingensis 
vol. 1 (Instituto Botanico Boreali-Occidentali 
Academiae Sinicae 1976) where the authorship of 
the name was cited as Clarke ex Franch., but with 
full and direct reference to Clarke's C. longicru¬ 
ris var. henryi. This account is the first valid pub¬ 
lication of the name at species rank despite the 
error in citation of authorship which according to 
the ICBN can be corrected (McNeill et al. 2006: 
ICBN Art. 33.5.). 

Although no direct reference to the author of 
the treatment of Cyperaceae was given in the 
body of the text, new species were fully described 
and authorship given to each species in an appen¬ 
dix at the end of the volume. All the new species 
of Cyperaceae were described by Kun-Tsun Fu in 
Flora Tsinlingensis vol. 1, so it is reasonable to 
deduce that he was the author of the Cyperaceae 
account in the main text. Later authors have inde¬ 
pendently published Carex henryi at species 
rank, e.g. Dai (2000) and Dai & Koyama (2010), 
but those combinations are superfluous. We 
therefore propose the correct name for C. henryi 
to be (C. B. Clarke) K. T. Fu. 

Lectotypification 

Clarke (1903) cited eight specimens when he 
described Carex longicruris var. henryi (see 
above), without designating holotype. These rep¬ 
resent the original material from which a lecto- 
type should be chosen. Among specimens in K, 
BM, and duplicates at E, we found ten sheets that 
might have been used by Clarke. From these we 
selects. Henry 4266 (K; Fig. 1), as the lectotype. 


Vol. 63 

It has a label with Clarke's handwriting and illus¬ 
trations, and matches well the original descrip¬ 
tion of the floral characters (Fig. 1). 

Carex henryi (C. B. Clarke) K. T. Fu in Instituto 
Botanico Boreali-Occidentali Academiae Sini¬ 
cae, FI. Tsinlingensis 1, Spermatophyta (1): 264 
(1976). 

Carex longicruris Nees var. henryi C. B. Clarke in J. 
Linn. Soc. Bot. 36: 295 (1903). — Type. CHINA, Hebei, 
Yichang, A. Henry 4266 (Lectotype K!, designated here, 
Isolectotypes K!, BM!, E!); Kiik. in Engler, Pflanzenr. IV- 
20 (Heft 38): 603 (1909); Hand.-Mazz., Symb. Sin. 7: 
1268(1936). 

Carex henryi C. B. Clarke ex Franch. in Nouv. Arch. 
Mus. 3 e Ser. 8: 243 (1896), nom. nud.; T. Koyama, Jap. J. 
Bot. 15: 175 (1956); Icon. Cormophyt. Sin. 5: 322, t. 7474 
(1976); C. Z. Zheng, in Q. Liu, FI. Zhejiang 7: 296, f. 
7-402 (1993); Vase. PI. Hengduan Mts. 2: 2383 (1994); L. 
K. Dai, S. J. Liang & S. R. Zhang in R. C. Fang, FI. Yun¬ 
nan. 15: 788, t. 185, f. 5-8 (2003). 

C. henryi (C. B. Clarke) L. K. Dai in L. K. Dai & S. Y. 
Liang, FI. Reipubl. Popularis Sin. 12: 439, t. 89, f. 5-8 
(2000); Z. Y. Wu et al., FI. China 23: 433 (2010). 

Carex longicruris auct. non Nees, Diels in Bot. Jahrb. 
Syst. 29: 230(1900). 

Discovery in Nepal 

Carex henryi is similar in gross morphology 
to C. longicruris, but differs in having loosely 
spreading panicles (compact in C. longicruris) 
and utricles less than 3.5 mm long (more than 4 
mm in C. longicruris). Carex longicruris is dis¬ 
tributed across the Himalaya (Kashmir to Bhu¬ 
tan) and the Nilghiri Mountains (Kiikenthal 1909, 
Koyama 1978), while C. henryi was previously 
reported as a Chinese endemic from Anhui, Hu¬ 
bei, Guizhou, Shaanxi, Sichuan, Yunnan, and 
Zhejiang Provinces (Dai & Koyama 2010). 

During a botanical expedition in 2008 around 
the Manaslu Himalaya, central Nepal (Ikeda & 
Watson 2010), we found Carex henryi in wet ar¬ 
eas at forest margins at about 2270 m above sea 
level (Fig. 2). The collection of C. henryi from 
Manang Distr., Gho-Tilche-Thonche-Dharapa- 
ni-Tal, 2270 m alt. (H. Ikeda, S. Noshiro, T. 
Kawahara, M. F. Watson, O. Yano, N. Yamamoto, 
Z.-H. Lee, M. N. Subedi & S. K. Acharya 
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Fig. 1. Lectotype of Carex longicruris Nees var. henryi C. B. Clarke (A. Henry 4266 , K). 
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20814116, 15 Aug. 2008, E, KATH, TI), is the 
first we are aware of from Nepal, and from out¬ 
side China. 

Description 

(mainly based on Nepalese material) 

Herbs, perennial. Rhizomes short, woody. 
Culms central, tufted, 80-140 cm tall, longer 
than leaves, acutely trigonous, smooth. Basal 
sheaths dark brown. Leaves basal and cauline, 
blade 2.5-4 mm wide, both surfaces and margins 
scabrous. Inflorescence lax, panicle with many 
spikes, nodes 5 8, fascicles 4 or 5 from each 
node, peduncles slender. Bracts leaf-like, with 
sheaths; lower blades longer than spikes, upper 
blades shorter. Spikes androgynous. Female 
glumes brownish, ovate, shorter than utricle, ca. 
2.5 mm long, membranaceous, brownish green, 
costate, apex acute. Utricles yellowish green, 
erect, elliptic, biconvex, 2.5-3.5 mm long, 1-1.2 
mm wide, finely several veined, glabrous, mar¬ 
gins scabrous, beak 0.8-1.2 mm long, orifice 
short bidentate, stipitate; stipe ca. 0.3 mm long. 
Male part shorter than female part, narrowly cy¬ 
lindrical, 10-25 mm long, ca. 2 mm wide. Nutlets 
tightly enveloped, ellipsoid, biconvex, ca. 1.8 mm 
long, ca. 0.8 mm wide, yellowish. Style equaling 
or longer than utricle. Stigmas 2. 

Specimens examined 

CHINA. HUBEI: Ichang, A. Henry 4266, May 1888 
(K-lectotype of C. longicruris Nees var. henryi C. B. 
Clarke, Fig. 1, and duplicate 3 sheets in K, E, BM-isolec- 
totypes), [Nanto] A. Henry 4495 (BM-syntype of C. lon¬ 
gicruris var. henryi), Patung, A. Henry 5185, May 1888 
(K, BM-syntypes of C. longicruris var. henryi)-, ibid. A, 
Henry 5186, May 1888 (K-syntype of C. longicruris var. 
henryi)-, GUIZHOU: Ta Ho Yen, Fan Ching Shan, 1400 
m alt., A. N. Steward, C. Y. Chiao & H. C. Cheo 793, 14 
Oct. 1931 (E); SICHUAN: Mt. Omei, R. E. Faber 1153, 
Dec. 1887 (K-syntype of C. longicruris var. henryi), 
ibid., C. Y. Chiao & C. S. Fan 393, July-Sept. 1938 (E); 
Pao-Hsing-hsien, 1850 m alt., K. L. Dhu 3710, 26 Aug. 
1936 (E, BM); ZHEJIANG: Ningbo Mts., R. E. Faber 
10, 1888 (K-syntype of C. longicruris var. henryi)-, YUN¬ 
NAN: E. E. Maire 2980 (E); ibid., Handel-Mazzetti 1551 
(8411), 26 Nov. 1915 (E); Nujiang Lisu Aut. Pref., Gong- 
shan Co., 1630 m alt., Gaoligong Shan Expedition 1996 
nos. 7847 & 7849, 19 Oct. 1996 (E-E00161223 & 
E0046597). 
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NEPAL. Manang District, Gho-Tilche-Thonche- 
Dharapani-Tal, 2270 m, H. Ikeda, S. Noshiro, T. Kawa- 
hara, M. F. Watson, O. Yano, N. Yamamoto, Z.-H. Lee, M. 
N. Subedi & S. K. Acharya 20814116, 15 Aug. 2008 (E, 
KATH, TI). 
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